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DETAILED ACTION 

This communication is responsive to Amendment, filed 09/22/2005. 
Claims 1-41 are pending in this application. In the Amendment, claims 25-41 were 
added. Claims 1, and 20-24 were amended. This action is made Final. 

Double Patenting 

The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created doctrine 
grounded in pubHc poUcy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the unjustified or 
improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent and to prevent possible 
harassment by multiple assignees. A nonstatutory obviousness-type double patenting rejection is 
appropriate where the conflicting claims are not identical, but at least one examined application 
claim is not patentably distinct from the reference claim(s) because the examined application 
claim is either anticipated by, or would have been obvious over, the reference claim(s). See, e.g., 
In re Berg, 140 F.3d 1428, 46 USPQ2d 1226 (Fed. Cir. 1998); In re Goodman, 1 1 F.3d 1046, 29 
USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. Cir. 1993); In re Longi, 759 F.2d 887, 225 USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 1985); In re 
Van Ornum, 686 F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 1982); In re Vogel, 422 F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 
619 (CCPA 1970); and In re Thorington, 418 F.2d 528, 163 USPQ 644 (CCPA 1969). 

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1.321(c) or 1.321(d) may 
be used to overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory double patenting 
ground provided the conflicting application or patent either is shown to be commonly owned 
with this application, or claims an invention made as a result of activities undertaken within the 
scope of a joint research agreement. 

Effective January 1, 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a terminal 
disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fiilly comply with 37 CFR 
3.73(b). 

Claims 1-4, 7-17, and 20-41 provisionally rejected on the ground of nonstatutory double 
patenting over claims 1-4, 7-17, and 20-41 of copending Application No. 10/691,090. This is a 
provisional double patenting rejection since the conflicting claims have not yet been patented. 

The subject matter claimed in the instant application is fully disclosed in the referenced 
copending application and would be covered by any patent granted on that copending application 
since the referenced copending application and the instant application are claiming common 



subject matter, as follows: 
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Claims 1-4, 7-17, and 20-41 are rejected under the judicially created doctrine of 
obvidusness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1-4, 7-17 and 20-41 
respectively of copending Application No. 10/691,090. Although the conflicting claims are not 
identical, they are not patentably distinct from each other because the context of the claimed 
invention is the same as the context of the cited claims of the copending Application No. 
10/691,090. 

Claims 1-24 provisionally rejected on the ground of nonstatutory double patenting over 
claims 1-23 of copending Application No. 10/691,061. This is a provisional double patenting 
rejection since the conflicting claims have not yet been patented. 

The subject matter claimed in the instant application is fully disclosed in the referenced 
copending application and would be covered by any patent granted on that copending application 
since the referenced copending application and the instant application are claiming common 
subject matter, as follows: 

Claims 1t21, and 24 are rejected under the judicially created doctrine of obviousness-type 
double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1-21, and 23 respectively of copending 
Application No, 10/691,061. Claims 22 and 23 individually are rejected under the judicially 
created doctrine of obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over claim 22 of 
copending Application No. 10/691,061. Although the conflicting claims are not identical, they 
are not patentably distinct from each other because the context of the claimed invention is the 
same as the context of the cited claims of the copending Application No. 10/691,061. 
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Claims 1-20 provisionally rejected on the ground of nonstatutory double patenting over 
claims 1-20 of copending Application No. 10/695,258. This is a provisional double patenting 
rejection since the conflicting claims have not yet been patented. 

The subject matter claimed in the instant appUcation is fully disclosed in the referenced 
copending application and would be covered by any patent granted on that copending appUcation 
since the referenced copending application and the instant appUcation are claiming common 
subject matter, as follows: 

Claims 1-20 are rejected under the judiciaUy created doctrine of obviousness-type double 
patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1-20 respectively of copending Application No. 
10/695,258. Although the conflicting claims are not identical, they are not patentably distinct 
from each other because the context of the claimed invention is the same as the context of the 
cited claims of the copending Application No. 10/695,258. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the appUcant regards as his invention. 
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Claim 19 is rejected under 35 U.S. C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. It is unclear what the apphcant is claiming in claim 19. What is an archival 
process? What Steps does the process include? 

Claims 2, 26 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefmite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. The term "capable of renders the claim indefmite. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed publication in this 
or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the apphcant for a patent. 

Claims 1-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being anticipated by MS Internet 
Explorer (IE). 

Per claim 1, BE teaches graphical user interface for use in association with a network 
browser comprising: 

a network browser window associated with a network browser for displaying Internet 
content associated with uniform resource locators (URLs) during network browsing (Fig. 1; 
elements: 10 and 11); 

a plurahty of identifiers adjacent to the window in which the content is displayed (Fig. 2; 
identifiers: 13 and 14); 
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wherein a user is allowed to pre-select one of the identifiers (Fig. 1; identifier 13 is pre- 
selected from the history list and content is displayed in area 10); 

wherein, after the pre-selection, selected content associated with at least one of the URLs 
displayed during use of the network browser is correlated with the pre-selected identifier and 
stored (Figs 2-5; selection of element 20 and 22 of fig. 2, and selection of element of 40 and 41 
of Fig. 4 are stored); see Ust 50 of fig. 5). 

wherein the user is allowed to manually enter the pre-selected identifier (fig. 1; a user is 
allowed to manually enter the identifier in area 11). 

Per claim 2, IE teaches a graphical user interface as recited in claim 1, wherein the 
identifiers are capable of being selected for identifying further information associated there with 
(Figs. 2-5). 

Per claim 3, IE teaches a graphical user interface as recited in claim 1, wherein the URLs 
are displayed by browsing (Figs. 7-9). 

Per claim 4, IE teaches a graphical user interface as recited in claim 1, and further 
comprising allowing the user to subsequently access the content utilizing the identifier (Fig. 1, 
user can select identifier 13 and 14). 

Per claim 5, IE teaches a graphical user interface as recited in claim 1, wherein the 
content is correlated upon selection of the content (Figs. 2-5) 

Per claim 6, BE teaches a graphical user interface as recited in claim 5, wherein the 
content is automatically correlated upon selection of the content (Figs. 2-5). 
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Per claim 7, IE teaches a graphical user interface as recited in claim 1, wherein the 
identifiers have associated displayed buckets (Figs. 5 and 6; buckets 51; the examiner interprets a 
bucket to be the folder 5 1 which contains related history links). 

Per claim 8, IE teaches a graphical user interface as recited in claim 7, wherein the 
identifiers identify the buckets (Fig. 5; identifier 51). 

Per claim 9, IE teaches a graphical user interface as recited in claim 8, wherein the 
identifiers include intellectual property identifiers (Fig. 11, element 10). 

Per claim 10, IE teaches a graphical user interface as recited in claim 1, wherein the 
content includes an entire web page (fig. 1; content 10). 

Per claim 1 1, IE teaches a graphical user interface as recited in claim 1, wherein the 
content includes documentation in a portable document format (Fig. 10; element 1 1). 

Per claim 12, EE teaches a graphical user interface as recited in claim 1, wherein the date 
is stored with the content (Fig. 9; date 90). 

Per claim 13, BE teaches a graphical user interface as recited in claim 12, wherein the date 
includes a date at which time the content was discovered (fig. 9; date 90). 

Per claim 14, IE teaches a graphical user interface as recited in claim 1, wherein the URL 
is stored with the content (Fig. 1, URL 11; Figs. 7-9). 

Per claim 15, IE teaches a graphical user interface as recited in claim 7, wherein the 
buckets are accessed via menus (Fig. 6; element 60). 

Per claim 16, IE teaches a graphical user interface as recited in claim 15, wherein the 
buckets are accessed via sub-menus (Fig. 6; element 60). 
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Per claim 17, IE teaches a graphical user interface as recited in claim 15, wherein the 
buckets are selected by being cUcked (Fig. 6; double click on 61). 

Per claim 18, IE teaches a graphical user interface as recited in claim 1, wherein any 
content selected during use of the network browser results in automatic correlation with the pre- 
selected identifier (Figs. 2-5). 

Per claim 19, EE teaches an archival process that incorporates the features of claim 1 
(Figs. 2-5). 

Claim 20 is rejected under the same rationale as claim 1. 

Claim 21 is rejected under the same rationale as claim 1. 

Claim 22 is rejected under the same rationale as claim 1 . 

Claim 23 is rejected under the same rationale as claim 1 . 

Claim 24 is rejected under the same rationale as claims 1 and 13. 

Per claim 25, BE teaches a graphical user interface of claim 1, wherein the content 
involves competing activity (fig. 2; sports link). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented £ind the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 26-41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over MS Internet 
Explorer (DE) in view of Rivett et al. ("Rivett", U.S. Pat No. 2003/0046307). 
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IE teaches a graphical user interface as recited in claim 9, wherein a search is capable of being 
performed (fig. 1; search web icon), but does not teach wherein a search is capable of being 
performed in association with at least one of a plurality of patents using at least one synonym by: 
identifying at least one claim associated with one of the patents, extracting a plurality of terms 
form the claim, identifying at least one synonym associated with at least of the terms, and 
conducting a search utilizing the terms and at least the at least one synonym. However, Rivett 
teaches a search is capable of being performed in association with at least one of a plurality of 
patents using at least one synonym by: identifying at least one claim associated with one of the 
patents, extracting a plurality of terms form the claim, identifying at least one synonym 
associated with at least of the terms, and conducting a search utilizing the terms and at least the 
at least one synonym (figs 22-23B, 148, md 153; [0369], [0395], [0039]). Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the hivention to include the 
teaching of Rivett in the invention of BE in order to have automated tools that automatically 
process patent-related information and non-patent related information utilizing web client 
interface (see, Rivett, figs. 148, and 153). 

Claims 27-30, Rivett teaches the graphical user interface of claim 26, where in the terms 
of the claim are retrieved fi'om a database, and are automatically retrieve fi-om a database, noun 
terms and verb terms of the claim are identified (figs. 22-23B; extracting terms fi-om claims). 

Per claim 31,32 and 35, Rivett teaches the graphical user interface of claim 26, wherein 
Boolean, AND and OR operators searching are incorporated with the searching based on the 
terms of claim of the patent (pg. 17; table 2). 
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Per claim 33 and 34, Rivett teaches the graphical user interface of claim 26, wherein a 
plurality of the synonyms are identified based on the terms of the claim of the patent utilizing a 
synonym database ([0395]; thesaurus). 

Per claim 36, Rivett teaches the graphical user interface of claim 26, wherein the word 
"claim" is removed from the terms of the claim of the patent (pgs 17 and 18; tables 2 and 3). 

Per claim 37, Rivett teaches the graphical user interface of claim 26, wherein the search 
is conducted manually upon receiving a user request ([1214]). 

Per claim 38, Rivett teaches the graphical user interface of claim 26, wherein the search 
is conducted automatically at predetermined intervals ([0421, [0422], [0423]). 

Claims 39-41, Rivett teaches the graphical user interface of claim 26, wherein the terms 
are modified based on results of search, user input, and the search automatically ([0394], 0397]). 

Response to Arguments 

Applicants' arguments in the Amendment have been fully considered but are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant's primary argument is that EE does not teach a user is allowed to pre-select one 
of the identifier. 

The examiner does not agree for the following reasons: 

During patent examination, the pending claims must be "given >their< broadest 
reasonable interpretation consistent with the specification." > In re Hyatt, 21 1 F.3d 1367, 1372, 
54 USPQ2d 1664, 1667 (Fed. Cir. 2000). Although the claims are interpreted in light of the 
specification, limitations fi'om the specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van 
Gems, 988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 
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In this case, IE read on the claim language of a user is allowed to pre-select one of the 
identifier (see fig. 2 and 3; a user can pre-select identifiers 21 from fig. 2 by clicking on the 
identifiers, content is display in the browser; in addition a user can also select the identifier by 
entering input in area 1 1 and of fig. 1). 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time poUcy as set forth in 37 CFR 1. 136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1. 136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Inquiries 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thanh T. Vu whose telephone number is (571) 272-4073. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thur and every other Fri 7:30 AM - 5:00 PM. 



Application/Control Number: 10/691,057 



Page 12 



Art Unit: 2174 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine L. Kincaid can be reached on (571) 272-4063. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for pubUshed applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or PubUc PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



T. Vu 




